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cflfVFM ^ TtsTT^I 
(grftiPM ftMm) 

miPtJWMIeW) 

aiftnjjsRt 

v M teft, 15 2004 

urfo (Ptuifacb Tuftgn) 

xf^T mzfij ^ <fr 3TZT^T ?gt ^Cl (jgl ^ 3TT?) j> 

3TRTTcft RT cRH? MX? ?je<S eft Rfolfcw TPftfll eft ^SITcf <t»Mt 

( ftufach - qrftqT) 


^to 15/lifcft<^t/2004-1995 3 W^RTlf^T 41HiTech £Rq> 1975 3fR 

£Rq^ (qrft^T cR^3ft eft TT eFTP? ^ MIC^lM 3JcW 3TWeR cTSTT 

^rfcf RfEftM) pMHI'clcft 1995 eft SZTPT 3 ^ §q, Rftfe intend ft (fftft ^cl^M^icf 
qiRrqqft cf^r f) ft rffa cTT^rf (fftpft ^ddMSWd ft?T W t) ftef ^ ft 

Pl^fc Tcf qyftdH l ^ l^e T fcff#T ^ (^T ft 3TTft (fftfft ^WM^Td M W 

arrarcfi qq arftfftu Mie ^ r ft ft crqrq qqft ftt RwiR^ ftt ft I qif^wrft ft qRRw wq 
qR u nq 28.9.1999 ftt SWrf§TcT ^ ft l fftlW 23.2.2000 ftt 3?f^HT s[M 

qrf^rqqft ft ftfftq ^rm q f fo n ft r ft orm qq fftmq ft few 2.11.1999 ftt 3#^prr 

gR[ 3HlcR cTTRrr 2TT I W<T RmFT % fftTW 6.4.2000 ftt sftft^HT gJM ft?T ft 

^l^lfctd ftq^ Fief qq fft^qicW Mlddftft qjoft cFTRTT ®IT I 


2. 5 ^L^_^_E 3$5 


^rqfft ftftnqiw ftRq? (ftqfrqq) 3 #Rrttt 1995 ft arj^r k <?i j w q^T mc-iftft 

^ q^ft q w ft eft ftqq drrto tt qm Tqf TmrRr qr ctpj 

#qT ^WIT I 


2805 GI/2004 


(1) 
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_ Q. o s 1 ^ ^ 5Tg?R ^ ^ cPT Cf5t# 3frfxTcer ^ t ?fi 

»«P*»rt4« ll , <6 ^^ 1--p]#j , i) 

* src foOTfr a ammt » aijm^ 

f? ^ fitf&cRT OTlf&RT ^nfacfir i> UJSJ jjTfsJcRT^ cf^r mcf> ftj3JT t | 

oTFJ ^TJ^RfEft ‘?Tecf? cfr f^T f ^mfacH ?rrfW aft 7K]S ni -,-_ ,,, v ^ ^ ^ 

«r - B * s 

ssrrr - *< ■» ^ 

3- ^PftgTT tfr 3mTR ~ 

t?J2 ** ^ ** ^ ^ ^ «ft ^ 

1 W ^ *rcre **r t ^ 3 ^ ^ 


?r?j cjr>Mi 

— ^ _ 


Tp- ^ ^ ^ ' 3el ' 1 ' 1 5^ ^WIrH<P ^TTCT cfr 3TTSJR 

** ** * ^ ^ ^ 


5- ft|nr 1 >ii'tj)»i v3cMl«J 

fifcn ^ricrr t «rgr ?tef hMet, spi* uMsi aik ^ jrfMEi ^feft ar^sifa 
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t\t # I t 317? <m JRfm WT, 3j|cMe|l$H, 4frcRT. jfef, ^tef AtT ^ 

^Mldi v^iWf 3TTf^ 3 cqTW $ fcfRTT WRIT t I ^ ^7TC fMfecfr M\ $ 

^cT WF?-3rafcT W? W ^T-#$ TTO 40.02 3ft? W“3T^T ?d? q? ^7-^W ?T0 4002.59 $ 
3tcT^?T <4 jTT^cI f.l W 4 J ffcMu| c^cTeT t 3f|? ^ f^t tft PR ^T cftfcrH Wxf cf> 

TR «n^cniyl t | TJcf Wxf # ufNf *T? tfcMlc; 3 TO 3TT? Rpft fcfr^T 3T27fa 
RH 3#? ^TOT ^TT3 ?P 3 ^3W TO 3Tf? WpRf sff | 3TcT: TOTH WTO? Ht ^?T ?TO 
$ cJTO&R t 3 ^TTftcT RHIT ww I TO «ft 3TT? ^ TO f^Fff cfr TOR 3 W toRr c£ 

Rrafcw ^ Rr geRT cR arr^ ?^Rr cRr tort ?nRr t I 

6. BfifalT 


(I) wet ?t ^ Rrafor #tt Rfr tot tom c£t ?rofRr ?f to 3fi?mRr R w3t ?^t to to : 

^ tor 11 TORrroRt wxr cRR Rfr tot tom cR totrt toRt <& Rr tot f^r? 

eRTT? WTI 3l|c|^cb f 3ft? TOTT ^jR SJcTO TOT TOTTO WTcTT t TO ^T MRcIcRt R?TO « t TO 

?micRT 11 

(i) toM *t Rtoto 23.02.2000 ^ srftrgxRT R to?T tooj; toRtot #r i 

(ii) f?r wft^n up *t sttRct $?r cn^rf t ! 

(iii) toRh TOftflT R TORTTO^ ?M <R 3HR 1 37#er, 2003 ?T 31 Rtf, 2004 TTTO t I 

(iv) $ f^RR 6,7,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19 3fR 20 $ WRV mm<f> 
mRcj^h Rrflcf ?r4t§n ^ cn^ #^t l 

( II ) RJ^RT 3R^cT cJTWT 

?f^ M RraWr, TO ^ TOc^ ^ HR2m WT^t ?TRcf ^ 

^Rf£m ?Rir 7R 3fmS sfl? vdM4tcWI^t wsn ^fRT RytRd 3^RT % 3ft? f^erfRcf ^T 
^ ?FRT JRgcf 3ft? 3^ f^Rt ^ MlRlil^ ^t PlHfclRsld ^ ^? 3RTO cfRT^ 
TJST^ ?fjq -^r fefQT W ??T t: 

ftffe: HiRltbl'ft, 

MlddM T& mg yps> H?I^Vllef’4, “ " 

cJlRl^l ttq otW HUltW, 

^ttRrhj ftwT, ?refrrr 

^ftccft-110011 ^RT: 91-11-23014418 

3to cjrtf Rd'd^ ^tt Rr^ttfer ?m-^n ^ ■^ PmtRd to ^r ^ Rgf% tn 
?t ?rm ^ 3R?t?r m?^t ^? ?r^?TT t t ^ntoRt ^ ?r^t ^ ^fm%r Rt^r 

c[T^ f^5# ?5Tcf?? c^ fcT? ^ aRtfel % fcF7 cr^ ^RTTOT ?cp ^M?T faq?0T 3TO Xf^cjTRf tpt 
cfRRT | 
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(III) 

ci^ftfi Profaff ^nfterr t ^ estt * ftp? ^ srgto feTfecr # 

^TT vTRT rn%^ TUf^ cJT R u lkch TFftSTT 3Tf^RjxT=TT WRFT cf5t cTT^ST ^ xJTcfkl (40) 

f^ft t? jrrfeftrft tfr tm rfw wrf ETft^ i f^gtfer Tm-^rtn 

4tcTC [dclcfl 3T2RT TTO ^FTT 3T£jft t eft RRfcd TTf^W^ OT^dtl f^RFft c£ 

SFJTTR 3Tf^r^3t 4i TW cT^fl 3TER TT 3TT4 uffa Tf^TFT cET TT^ f I 

(IV) >Hi4v4p|ch <rr f%ftsrw 

f^rar 6(7) ttiek ctfrf 41 fld^ t$t 3 t^t nsff gRi toje TiT^fi ^ 3rfR%i 

3TYI ETeft TRTTft ^cf EE cfR wm t ! ^ ^ fteT^ TST <34lc|^i|ch TjxRT u[EFf ^ 

TRT cfRET 1? 3T2JcR vjRjcl TRETc® cf> “4ld^ 3TTT?EcE x^ddi 5T^H cfRdT ^ 3T3JcfT WE 4 

ETdTjtf ^T Tt ETET 'SIeld I t Et 3^4 TRT ETcFE Tfszft cf? SITER T7 WE qRu| l H wf 

cfR E4>c) f 3flY TRcEK cf4 TaTtl^RT RTETf^f cfR 'ffcfjft f | 


EfafEd 4TJRT, yif^chl-0 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

' NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 15th September, 2004 

Initiation 
(Sunset Review) 


Subject: Initiation of Sunset Review of the definitive anti-dumping 

duty imposed on import of Acrylonitrile Butadine Rubber 
(NBR) originating in or exported from Chinese Taipei. 


NO. 15/IDG AD/2004- Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of 
Antidumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, 
the Designated Authority (herein after refereed to as Authority) recommended 
imposition of provisional Anti Dumping Duty on imports of Acrylonitrile Butadine 
Rubber (NBR) (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported 
from Chinese Taipei (hereinafter referred to as subject countries). The preliminary 
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findings of the Authority were published vide dated 2Bi09.1999. Orr the basis of the 
final findings of the Authority notified vide notification dated 23.02.2000 and 
provisional duty was imposed by the Department of Revenue vide notification dated 
02.11.1999. Department of Revenue imposed definitive anti dumping duties on the 
subject goods imported from subject country vide notification dated 06.04.2000 
respectively. 

2. Request for Review 

WHEREAS in terms of the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 the 
antidumping duty imposed shall unless revoked earlier, cease to have effect on 
expiry of five years from the date of such imposition. 

AND WHEREAS the Rules supra require the Authority to review from time to 
time, the need for continued imposition of Anti Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, on 
the basis of information received by it that there is no justification for continued 
imposition of such duty, the authority may recommend to the central government for 

its withdrawal. Notwithstanding the above provision the authority is required to 
review, on the basis of a duly substantial request made by or on behalf of%e 
domestic industry, within a reasonable period of time prior to the date of the expiiy of „ 
the measure, whether the expiry of duty is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence 
of dumping and injury. 

AND WHEERAS, in terms of the above provisions, the Domestic Industry has 
approached the authority with a duly Substantiated petition requesting for such a 
review, the Designated Authority considers that initiation of sunset review: 
proceedings for the Anti Dumping Duty in force would be appropriate to examine the 
need for continued imposition of such duty to offset dumping and whether the injury 
would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were remove or varied or both. 

3. Grounds for review 

The request is for continuation and enhancement of the antidumping duties in force. 
The request is based on the grounds that dumping has continued in spite of 
imposition of antidumping duty on import of the subject goods from Chinese Taipei 
and the domestic industry continues to suffer injury on account of dumping from the 
subject country. The applicant has further argued that expiry of the measure against 
this country would be likely to result in continuation or recurrence of dumping and 
injury to the domestic industry. , 

The applicant further claims that the existing capacities of the subject goods in 
the subject countries far exceed their domestic demands which increases >the 
likelihood of recurrence of dumping once the antidumping duty is removed. 

4. Initiation 

Having satisfied itself on the basis of the positive evidence submitted by the 
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domestic industry substantiating the need for a review, the Authority hereby initiates 
a review in accordance with Section 9 A (5) of the Act, read with Rule 23 of 
Antidumping Rules, to review the need for continued imposition of duties in force and 
whether the expiry of the duty would be likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury. 

5. Product under Consideration 

The product involved in the present investigation is Acrylonitrile Butadiene 
Rubber (NBR), primarily used where oil resistance, abrasion resistance and heat 
resistance applications are involved. NBR is widely used in Defense, Automobile, 
Footwear, Fabrics, Printers, Oil field products industries etc. The product is classified 
under the category of synthetic rubber under sub-heading no. 40.02 at four-digit level 
and under no. 4002.59 at six-digit level. This classification is only indicative and in no 
way binding on the scope of present investigation. The product investigated in the 
original investigation covered all types of NBR i.e. Low, Medium and High NBR in 

bale form only. Therefore, the same product will be covered within the scope of this 
investigation. The Authority may resort to model match methodology for 
determination of dumping margin in respect of this three types of NBR. 

6. Procedure 

I) The investigation will determine whether the expiry of the measure would be 
likely to lead to a continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. The authority will 
examine whether the continued imposition of the duties is necessary to offset 
dumping and whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were 
removed or varied, or both. 

(i) The review will cover all aspects of Notification dated 23.02.2000 

(ii) The country involved in this review investigation is Chinese Taipei. 

(iii) The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is from 1 st 
April 2003 to 31 st March 2004. 

(iv) The provisions of Rules 6,7,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19 and 20 of the Rule 
supra shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in this review. 

II) Submission of Information: 

The exporters in subject countries, their governments through their embassies 
in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the domestic 
industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in the form 
and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the Authority in the 
following address: 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 
Ministry of Commerce and Industry 
Department of Commerce 
Udyog Bhavan 

New Delhi-110011. Fax: 91-11-23014418 
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Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 
Any party making any confidential submission before the Authority is required to 
make a non-confidential version of the same available to the other parties. 

HI) Time Limit: 

Any information relating to the present sunset review and any request for 
hearing should be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address 
mentioned above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of 
this Sunset Review Notification. If no information is received within the prescribed 
time limit or the information received is incomplete, the Designated Authority may 

record its findings on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the 
Rules supra. 

IV) Inspection of Public File: 

In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file 
containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested 
parties. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not 
provide necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes 
the investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts 
available to it and make such recommendations to the Central Government as 
deemed fit. 

ABHIJIT SEN GUPTA, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 



